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REMARKS 



Claims 1, 4-7 and 28-3 1 are pending. Clainis 2, 3, and 8-27 hav^ I 
28-3 1 are new. The applicants respectfully request reconsideration and 4Howance of this 
application in view of the above amendments and t le following remarks. 



being 



Claim 7 was rejected under 35 USC 1 1 2, second paragraph, as 
has been amended to recite that the foam cells include open cells. This i 
page 7, line 5, of the English-language specification u As a result, the peijetrating 
formed in the foam cells, claim 7 is considered to bp fully definite, and 
withdrawn. 



tiiis 



Claims 1-6 were rejected under 35 USC 10|(b) as being anticipaijed 
Roberts, The applicants respectfully request that tms rejection be withdilawn 



reasons. 



Claim 1 has been amended to recite that there are no gas-passing |channels 
of the substrate, and the gas-passing channels are recesses that continue 
the substrate. These features are not disclosed or suggested in Roberts, 
cannot be anticipated by the Roberts patent, and thi rejection should be 



Contrary to claim 1, Roberts discloses gas-] 
Therefore, the appearance of the substrate is not snfooth 



Further, Roberts fails to disclose or suggest|recesses that continu 



the substrate. Thus, the material of Roberts cannot 



been canceled. Claims 



indefinite. Claim 7 
supported by at least 

ing passages can be 
is rejection should be 



by US 4121005 to 
for the following 



in the surface 
i IS far as side edges of 
Therefore, claims 1-6 
withdrawn. 



passing channels in th|e surface of the substrate, 
and is covered AUth openings. 



; as far as side edges of 
p^mit gas to escape Ito a side edge of the 
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substrate, which is necessary if there are no gas-pacing 
Thus, the Roberts patent fails to disclose the elements 
withdrawn. . 



Claims 1-6 were rejected under 35 USC 10^ 
103(a) as being unpatentable over US 5810756 to 
The applicants respectfully request that this rejectidn 



(b) as being anticipatled by 
^ontecalve e( al (hereafter, 
be withdrawn for tile 



gas -passing < 



As mentioned above, claim 1 has been amended to recite that thei^e 
chaimels in the surface of the substrate, and the 
as far as side edges of the substrate. These features 
Therefore, claims 1-6 cannot be anticipated by Mo|tecalve, 
withdrawn- 



ket No. 24-033-TN 



ing channels in the s|urface of the substrate, 
of claims I-65 and this rejection should be 



channels 
are not disclosed or 
and this 



are recesses 



reje :tion 



Montecalve discloses a perforated medical 1 ape. Contrary to the 
Montecalve discloses gas-passing channels in the & urfece of the substrat< 
appearance of the substrate is not smooth and is co' ered with openings, 
outer surface of the substrate in Montecalve to be ajpstheticaily pleasing, 
product, and the function is of utmost importance. 



Further, Montecalve fails to disclose or sug|;est 
of the substrate, as required by claim I . Thus, the 
escape to a side edge of the substrate. Thus, Montecalve 



recesses that con 
lihaterial of Montecalve 
fails to anticipate 



The claimed sheet is not rendered obvious lj|y Montecalve, becaufee the claimed sheet 

1 ; in Montcalve. In other 



provides an aesthetically pleasing, smooth surface, 



which is not availabl 



or under 35 USC 
; Montecalve). 
following reasons. 



are no gas-passmg 
that continue 



uggested in Montecalve. 
should be 



requirements of claim 1, 

Therefore, the 
There is no need for the 
i>ecause it is a medical 



inue as far as side edges 
cannot permit gas to 
claims 1-6. 
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words, Monlcalve lacks the advantages of the claiirjjed invention and is n^t solving the same 
problem. 



102(b) 



Claims 1-7 were rejected under 3 5 USC 
103(a) as being unpatentable over US 4427737 to 

applicants respectfully request that this cqection be|withdrawn for the following reasons 



As motioned above, claim 1 has been ameilded to recite that the^e 
channels in the surface of the substrate, and the gas 
as far as side edges of the substrate. These features 
Theiefore. claims 1-7 cannot be anticipated by Cilegito 



as being anticipate 
dilento et ai (hcreafle 



sur ace 



Cilento discloses a porous medical tape. C< ntrary to claim 1, Cilpnto 
passing channels in the surface of the substrate. Th erefore, the appearanbe 
smooth and is covered with openings. There is no i |ieed for the outer 
Cilento to be aesthetically pleasing, because, like ^ 
product, the function is of utmost importance, and Ih^e is no disclosure 
appearance is important. 



passing channels 
are not disclosed or 
and this rejection 



are recesses 



are no gas-passmg 
that continue 
^ggested in Cilento. 
should be withdraw.^!. 



cannot 



as far as side edges of 
: permit gas to escape 
: [are no gas-passing 

channels in the surface of the substrate. Thus, Cilekito fails to anticipate claims 1-7. 



Further, Cilento fails to disclose or suggest 
the substrate, as required by claim I. Thus, the ma" 
laterally through a side edge of the substrate, whid 



ontcalve, the materia 1 



ecesses that continue 
erial of Cilento 
is necessary if there 



by or under 35 USC 
vCil^to). The 



discloses gas- 
:e of the substrate is not 

of the substrate in 
of Cilento is a medical 
}r suggestion that 
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ly 



The claimed sheet is not rendered obvious 
an aesthetically pleasing, smooth surface, which is 
Cilento lades the advantages of the claimed inventilbn and is not solving 



Cilento, because 
lot available in Cilento 



Claims 1-7 were rejected under 35 USC Iffi 
1 03(a) as bring unpatentable over JP 02-045582 
respectfully request that this rejection be withdraw^ 



ket No. 24-033-TN 



ths 



claimed sheet provides 
In other words, 
he same problem- 



(b) as being anticipated 
(l|ereafter, JP '582). lie 
for the following reAsons 



As mentioned above, claim 1 now recites tli at there are no gas-parsing channels in the 
surface of the substrate, and the gas-passing chann* Is are recesses that a^ntinue i 
edges of the substrate. These features are not disci >sed or suggested in J|P 
claims 1-7 cannot be anticipated by JP *582, and thi s rejection should be 



JP '582 discloses a porous substrate 2. Con 
channels, or pores 21 , in the surface of the substrat \ 
substrate 2 is not smooth and is covered with openittigs 



Further, JP ^582 fails to disclose or suggest 
the substrate, as required by claim 1 . Thus, the ma 
a side edge of the substrate, which is necessary if tlaie 
of the substrate. Thus, JP '582 fails to anticipate claims 



rary to claim 1, JP'5 
2. Therefore, the 
21. 



ecesses that continue 
erial of JP '582 canned t 



The claimed sheet is not rendered obvioxis qy 
an aesthetically pleasing, smooth surface, which is 
'582 lacks the advantages of the claimed invCTtion 



are no gas-passui|g 
1-7. 



ths 



JP '582, because 
not available in JP ' 
ind is not solving the 



by or under 35 USC 
applicants 



as jar as side 
•582, Th^efore, 



withdrawn. 

2 discloses gas-passing 
adpearance of the 



as far as side edges of 
permit gas to escape to 
channels in the surface 



51 ;2. 



claimed sheet provides 
. In other words, JP 
same problem. 
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Claims 28-3 1 are new. Claim 28 is supporti d at least by page 1 7 



29 is supported at least by page 18, lines 2-4. New daim 30 is supporteci 
26. New claim 3 1 is supported at least by page 18, lines 1 5-19. Claims 
and are considered to be patentable at least for the i ^sons giv«i above v 



lines 9-16. New claim 
at least by pag^ 15, line 
:iS-31 depend on claim 1 
ith respect to claim 1. 



In view of the foregoing, the applicants subi nit that this applicaticjn 
allowance. A timely notice to that effect is respect! iiUy requested, 
examiner is invited to contact the tindersigned by telephone. 



is in condition for 
If questions arise» the 



If there are any problems with the payment bf fees, please chargej any underpayments and 
credit any overpayments to Deposit Account No. 5{»-1147. 



Respectfully submit 




Japes E. Barlow 
Re^o. 32,377 



Posz Law Group, PLC 

12040 South Lakes Drive, Suite 101 

Reston^VA 20191 

Phone 703-707-9110 

Fax 703-707-9112 

Customer No. 23400 
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